HR— Lil told, me not to waste time answering, out; axvuuugn ± uxuuus. n*; . chances of his even trying to 
TrVn-nV are close t 9 nil, I also feel I should make a last effort. GRS &SM. remain silent. Ihope they do 
do go as far past j reason as Jerry I think clearly .has. No copies to anydne else by me, or you. 


Dear Jerry, 7/28/$2 

In neither my 7/24 nor in any other letter I have written you did I write for the 
purpose of infuriating you. Nor, poor sick soul, - la there any "jou you j.1] can reap out of 
rereading" a carbon, which I*n not doing anyway. Following tide you .get into what you falsa 
label "OH specifics". There are all the germane specifies in ny letters to which you have 
made net mm indirect response. It is because you will not; permit yourself to face them. 


i reply only to i 
if you would but, do e 
The first of "ON 


30 this last self-disgraeing and seif-rovenliag letter so you can, 
little self-analysis. 

specifies" is a denial that Don and liana -were straiv 


3ro to no. we 

aelmowlKftged, 


Iiad never heard of them until you brought thorn for -the- demons t-*roti on. As 1 hi 
you did bring them a second time, which I forgot. If you were not determined to justify to 
yourself what at least your subconscious tells you you cannot, you’d have no doubt, about ay * 
asking you if they or she were dependable, fox* incredible as it may aam t you did tell m© 
you suspected one of those you brought is a police agent 1 . You briigj such people LLBL? I 
think you void me he is an insurance investigator or something like that. Aside fxou plain, 
prudence, would not bias alone suggest to you tisat I just night, whether cr not you recall 
it, have made this inquiry of you? And what, pray, does this have to do v;iU.x your failure 
to return tne file, whethar or not when you wore mbsrraaased and then claimed, no responsibility, 
after acre than a year of promising to do precisely that? You need not address this or any- 
thing else, for I'd rather break tine off entirely. But why all the phoney anger about the 
irrelevant, the trivial, and the irnoring of the relevant? You are not kidding se a bit, 
but should you not sit bad:, cool it a bit, and ask yourself if this is dora,.ned as any 
more than se3i‘~deccption, self-justification? 

"Do you always lavish gifts upon ©tf angers", etc. Gome now, Jerry, you don^t have to 
bo that irrational to con yourself, do you. Ks "lavishing gifts" on anyone? You desean 
yourself. 'Those ssased like a nice young eouplc. They were about to marry and set up house- 
keeping. As you know, wc have the accusulc.tion of a lifetime in the basement and as you 
also know we’ve never finished unpacking; what is their. - that vie brought hero. Wo have boon 
hara almost 5 years, and in that time we have bought nothing for the kitchen. We have that 
much core Than we can use AFTSE giving much to at least one other couple just Harried (the 
firpt time I’d seen that girl). So we gave Bon and Linda stuff that must , for the nest part, 
have boon older than they, and this in your torturing cones out "lavish gifts upon" them. 

*f y®u could possibly detach yourself, you'd gee tills alone is irrational, and you’d ask 
yousolf why you are irrational, why you exaggerate. Is there anyone who knows use whoa 
could conceive that had we the disposition we are capable of lavishing gifts on strangers? 

If you assured ao you had made- no distribution of anything of nine, I did not ramctxber it. 
What you wrote could not have been better designed to accomplish this, for nobody who lias 
tue sxightos. xvigaru xoz* you could not oe troublcu oy tiiia outburst of untruth, port— 1 tmtli 
and veasiffli, till cloaked in phoney righteous indignation. 

You probably resent sj r descrildag you aa arrogant, in the third "On specifics", ask 
yourself if these are not sample:..- of it. "Your foundation file trfll bo in th. nail tomorrow.* 
x specifically asked. that it not be railed, and Ualter did, ac 1 undcrattanl it, offer to 
return it to me in the; saaxusr 1 askscl. But I'm glad you arc sending it, "Your manuscripts, 
etc. wild follow when 1 get around to it. Uiuoe they are ox* no use to you, end cine© I don’t 


particularly care 


VOU foci w jLscic of ^'•'TX)in'7)TX10SHi 


tjf ]rpr .la ok of xa'togri'oy^ 


X seo no need to rush on the latter items." How who in the be3.i do you think you are to 
decide, for ms or for anyone ©la©, #£jjttco they ar® of no us© to you". If you had not 
invented a fiction in an effort to gustify what can't be justified, you’d know better. 

But were it not the case, where the hall do you get off deeide&ng for AififOlQS else what 
ia of "use" to Mm or hex'? 

I'd prefer that you not reply. x t is obvious That not a thing "On specifics" is 
really relevant bo the disagreement between ua. I respond in what T. hope trill be a final 
effort to get you to understand wnat has hup wnod to you mind and to try to understand that 
some of it ia not new for you clearly need corns kind of help and it nay got worse. Thorn 
is nothing cuplabl© iu this, nothing that need provoke o. feoXJ,.~-. : - of shone. Not onv noiv 

thm bre, olein,-.- u leg should. But you have been irrational in nil of thin. At le«-nt *rv to 
trank: insveutt of pro t< aiding at l 


that ireelevcnt eelf-d©c©pt£t»u Sincerely, 



